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and it is not erroneous. There is no dosha in a cognition
that results from memory.

Further the dream cognition is not a case of memory,
The object is cognised immediately and directly.

Objection: In the dream there is no contact with
the eye, for the eye has ceased to function, and also be-
cause the object is not external. There cannot be any
dosha since the eye itself is not functioning then.   There
cannot be any 'vishaya dosha' (defect ^ in the object) also for
this dream coghition.   If the 'vishaya dosha' were the
cause, is it "jnaya manataya hetuh' ?  or 'ajnayamanataya*
(causal in the process of being known or ,not being known)*
Since the eye does not 'function then and since the mind
cannot have a contact with the external directly, the former
alternative is to be rejected. It cannot be the latter for the
vishaya dosha that we apprenend in our waking moments
has a specific cause. Further, there cannot be any ^prama-
tri dosha' during sleep. Thus we do not have all the three
factors necessary for adhyasa.  As such it cannot be an
erroneous cognition.

Reply ; This cognition arises from all the three fac-
tors working together; and it is a cognition which appreh-*
ands an object as having the nature of another. There is
no contact of the object with the eye; and the object is app-
rehended immediately.  It is neither a case ^of perception
nor a case of memory. And as such it must be a third type
of knowledge which is capable of giving us the nature of
adhyasa. Padmapada observes; "it has been said that the
form of memory is only to make us apprehend the object of
our prior or earlier experience".
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